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NOTI CE 
This opinion is subject to further 
editing and modification.  The final 
version will appear in the bound 
volume of the official reports.   

No.   2005AP2744- D  
  

STATE OF WI SCONSI N       :  I N SUPREME COURT 

  
In the Matter of Disciplinary Proceedings  
Against Patrick Michael Cooper, Attorney at 
Law: 
 
Office of Lawyer Regulation, 
 
          Complainant, 
 
     v. 
 
Patrick Michael Cooper, 
 
          Respondent. 
 

FILED 
 

MAR 23, 2007 
 

A.  John Voel ker  
Act i ng Cl er k of  Supr eme 

Cour t  
 
 

  

 

ATTORNEY di sci pl i nar y pr oceedi ng.    At t or ney' s l i cense 

suspended.    

 

¶1 PER CURI AM.    We r evi ew t he r ef er ee' s r ecommendat i on 

t hat  we suspend At t or ney Pat r i ck Mi chael  Cooper ' s l i cense t o 

pr act i ce l aw f or  a per i od of  t hr ee year s f or  pr of essi onal  

mi sconduct .   Nei t her  t he Of f i ce of  Lawyer  Regul at i on ( OLR)  nor  

At t or ney Cooper  has appeal ed t he r ef er ee' s r ecommendat i on.   

Ther ef or e,  t he mat t er  i s submi t t ed t o t he cour t  f or  r evi ew 

pur suant  t o SCR 22. 17( 2) . 1  I n conduct i ng our  r evi ew we wi l l  
                                                 

1 SCR 22. 17( 2)  pr ovi des:  Revi ew;  appeal .  
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af f i r m t he r ef er ee' s f i ndi ngs of  f act  unl ess t hey ar e c l ear l y 

er r oneous.   See I n r e Di sci pl i nar y Pr oceedi ngs Agai nst  Sosnay,  

209 Wi s.  2d 241,  243,  562 N. W. 2d 137 ( 1997) .   We r evi ew t he 

r ef er ee' s concl usi ons of  l aw de novo.   See I n r e Di sci pl i nar y 

Pr oceedi ngs Agai nst  Car r ol l ,  2001 WI  130,  ¶29,  248 Wi s.  2d 662,  

636 N. W. 2d 718.   I n accor dance wi t h our  aut hor i t y t o super vi se 

t he pr act i ce of  l aw i n t hi s st at e,  we det er mi ne t he l evel  of  

di sci pl i ne t hat  i s appr opr i at e under  t he par t i cul ar  

c i r cumst ances,  i ndependent  of  t he r ef er ee' s r ecommendat i on,  but  

benef i t i ng f r om i t .   See I n r e Di sci pl i nar y Pr oceedi ngs Agai nst  

Wi dul e,  2003 WI  34,  ¶44,  261 Wi s.  2d 45,  660 N. W. 2d 686.

¶2 At t or ney Cooper  was admi t t ed t o pr act i ce l aw i n 

Wi sconsi n i n 1993.   He had no di sci pl i nar y hi st or y pr i or  t o t he 

f i l i ng of  t hi s compl ai nt .   Hi s l aw l i cense i s cur r ent l y 

suspended. 2 

¶3 The OLR f i l ed a compl ai nt  agai nst  At t or ney Cooper  on 

November  8,  2005.   At t or ney Cooper  f i l ed a cur sor y answer ,  

s i mpl y denyi ng t he al l egat i ons.   On Febr uar y 17,  2006,  t he OLR 

                                                                                                                                                             
( 2)  I f  no appeal  i s  f i l ed t i mel y,  t he supr eme 

cour t  shal l  r evi ew t he r ef er ee' s r epor t ;  adopt ,  r ej ect  
or  modi f y t he r ef er ee' s f i ndi ngs and concl usi ons or  
r emand t he mat t er  t o t he r ef er ee f or  addi t i onal  
f i ndi ngs;  and det er mi ne and i mpose appr opr i at e 
di sci pl i ne.  The cour t ,  on i t s own mot i on,  may or der  
t he par t i es t o f i l e br i ef s i n t he mat t er .  

2 At t or ney Cooper ' s l i cense t o pr act i ce l aw i n Wi sconsi n was 
admi ni st r at i vel y suspended i n Oct ober  2005 f or  f ai l i ng t o pay 
hi s mandat or y st at e bar  dues.   I n December  2005 hi s l i cense was 
t empor ar i l y  suspended f or  f ai l ur e t o cooper at e wi t h t he OLR i n 
t he i nvest i gat i on t hat  gave r i se t o t hi s pr oceedi ng.  
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f i l ed a l engt hy amended compl ai nt ,  al l egi ng some 33 separ at e 

count s of  al l eged mi sconduct .   Agai n,  At t or ney Cooper  f i l ed a 

cur sor y answer  t hat  di d not  r espond t o t he speci f i c  al l egat i ons.  

¶4 The mat t er  was assi gned t o a r ef er ee and a ser i es of  

t el ephone conf er ences wer e schedul ed.   At t or ney Cooper  coul d not  

be r eached f or  t he f i r st  conf er ence.   The next  t wo conf er ences 

wer e post poned when At t or ney Cooper  r equest ed an oppor t uni t y t o 

consul t  wi t h a l awyer .   Less t han one hour  bef or e t he f our t h 

schedul ed conf er ence,  At t or ney Cooper  sent  t he r ef er ee a 

f acsi mi l e t r ansmi ssi on,  i ndi cat i ng he was " unavai l abl e t oday. "   

Thi s f acsi mi l e was t he l ast  communi cat i on r ecei ved f r om At t or ney 

Cooper  i n t hi s di sci pl i nar y pr oceedi ng.   As t he r ef er ee st at ed 

i n t he r epor t :  " Despi t e numer ous subsequent  not i ces,  l et t er s,  

f acsi mi l e t r ansmi ssi ons,  e- mai l s,  and t el ephone cal l s,  [ At t or ney 

Cooper ]  di d not  cont act  us by any means what soever  and never  

answer ed hi s phone. "   At t or ney Cooper  al so f ai l ed t o compl y wi t h 

t he r ef er ee' s or der  di r ect i ng hi m t o f i l e an amended answer  t hat  

compl i ed wi t h st andar d pr ocedur al  r equi r ement s.   He f ai l ed t o 

appear  at  t he hear i ng schedul ed on t he OLR' s mot i on f or  a 

def aul t  j udgment .   Event ual l y,  t he r ef er ee ent er ed a def aul t  

j udgment  i n f avor  of  t he OLR.   At t or ney Cooper  t hen f ai l ed t o 

appear  at  t he schedul ed hear i ng t o consi der  t he appr opr i at e 

sanct i ons f or  hi s mi sconduct .  

¶5 Because At t or ney Cooper  f ai l ed t o par t i c i pat e i n t he 

di sci pl i nar y pr oceedi ng,  t he r ef er ee event ual l y adopt ed as t r ue 

t he al l egat i ons cont ai ned i n t he amended compl ai nt .    



No.  2005AP2744- D   

 

4 
 

¶6 The mi sconduct  i n t hi s case i s ser i ous.   The compl ai nt  

al l eges,  and t he r ef er ee f ound,  t hat  At t or ney Cooper  commi t t ed 

at  l east  35 separ at e i nst ances of  pr of essi onal  mi sconduct ,  

af f ect i ng some seven cl i ent s as wel l  as a r et ai ned exper t .   

Gi ven t he br eadt h and scope of  t he mi sconduct  and t he f act  t hat  

t he f act ual  al l egat i ons wer e not  chal l enged by At t or ney Cooper ,  

we wi l l  onl y summar i ze t he r ef er ee' s ext ensi ve f i ndi ngs of  

mi sconduct  i n our  deci s i on.   

¶7 The amended compl ai nt  al l eged t hat  At t or ney Cooper  

r epeat edl y v i ol at ed SCR 20: 8. 4( c) , 3 whi ch pr ohi bi t s conduct  

i nvol v i ng f r aud,  decei t  or  mi sr epr esent at i on.   Sever al  of  t hese 

cl ai ms i nvol ved mi sconduct  wi t h r espect  t o f i nanci al  

t r ansact i ons.   The OLR al l eged,  and t he r ef er ee f ound,  t hat  

At t or ney Cooper  i ssued at  l east  17 checks t ot al i ng $25, 656. 85 

f r om hi s busi ness account  dur i ng August  and Sept ember  2003 

knowi ng t hat  hi s busi ness account  was ei t her  over dr awn or  hel d 

no money when t he checks wer e i ssued.    

¶8 The OLR al l eged,  and t he r ef er ee f ound,  t hat  At t or ney 

Cooper  conver t ed t o hi s own use $4424. 99 i n f unds t hat  wer e 

del i ver ed t o At t or ney Cooper  i n connect i on wi t h a set t l ement  

i nvol v i ng one of  hi s c l i ent s.    

¶9 The OLR al l eged,  and t he r ef er ee f ound,  t hat  At t or ney 

Cooper  hi r ed M. E.  as an exper t  t o compl et e a vocat i onal  

assessment  i n a pendi ng wor ker ' s compensat i on mat t er .   At t or ney 

                                                 
3 SCR 20: 8. 4( c)  s t at es t hat  i t  i s  pr of essi onal  mi sconduct  t o 

" engage i n conduct  i nvol v i ng di shonest y,  f r aud,  decei t  or  
mi sr epr esent at i on. "  
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Cooper  i nduced M. E.  t o del i ver  t he vocat i onal  assessment  by 

pr omi si ng " i mmedi at e"  payment  of  $660,  knowi ng t hat  he had 

i nsuf f i c i ent  f unds t o make t hi s payment .   The OLR f ur t her  

al l eged,  and t he r ef er ee f ound,  t hat  At t or ney Cooper  t hen i ssued 

a check f r om hi s busi ness account  t o M. E.  i n t he amount  of  $660,  

knowi ng t he account  was over dr awn.   M. E.  was r equi r ed t o make 

numer ous r equest s f or  payment .   The OLR al l eged,  and t he r ef er ee 

f ound,  t hat  At t or ney Cooper  conver t ed t o hi s own per sonal  use 

t he $660 i n f unds t o whi ch M. E.  was ent i t l ed.    

¶10 Ot her  al l eged vi ol at i ons of  SCR 20: 8. 4( c)  i nvol ved 

mi sr epr esent at i ons made by At t or ney Cooper  t o cer t ai n c l i ent s.   

Mor e speci f i cal l y,  t he OLR al l eged,  and t he r ef er ee f ound,  t hat  

At t or ney Cooper  mi sr epr esent ed t o hi s c l i ent ,  C. H. ,  t hat  her  

wr ongf ul  t er mi nat i on case was pr oceedi ng pr oper l y when he had 

not  act ual l y f i l ed any cl ai m on her  behal f .   The OLR al l eged,  

and t he r ef er ee f ound,  t hat  At t or ney Cooper  mi sr epr esent ed t he 

st at us of  hi s c l i ent  C. B. ' s wor ker ' s compensat i on case when he 

had not  act ual l y f i l ed a c l ai m on her  behal f .  

¶11 Thus,  t he r ef er ee concl uded,  and we agr ee,  t hat  each 

of  t he seven f or egoi ng i nci dent s const i t ut ed conduct  i nvol v i ng 

di shonest y,  f r aud,  decei t  or  mi sr epr esent at i on i n v i ol at i on of  

SCR 20: 8. 4( c) .  

¶12 The amended compl ai nt  al so al l eged t hr ee vi ol at i ons of  

t he t r ust  account  r ul e,  f or mer  SCR 20: 1. 15( a)  and SCR 
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20: 1. 15( b) , 4 whi ch wer e i n ef f ect  pr i or  t o Jul y 1,  2004.   The 

r ef er ee f ound t hat  on one occasi on At t or ney Cooper  deposi t ed 

$13, 000 i nt o hi s per sonal  account  r at her  t han a t r ust  account ,  

on anot her  occasi on he deposi t ed $660 owed t o M. E. ,  a r et ai ned 

vocat i onal  exper t ,  i nt o hi s per sonal  account  r at her  t han a t r ust  

account ,  and on a t hi r d occasi on At t or ney Cooper  f ai l ed t o 

not i f y M. E.  t hat  he had r ecei ved f unds i nt ended t o pay f or  t he 

                                                 
4 For mer  SCR 20: 1. 15 appl i es t o mi sconduct  commi t t ed pr i or  

t o Jul y 1,  2004.   For mer  SCR 20: 1. 15( a)  and ( b)  pr ovi de i n 
r el evant  par t :  

 ( a)  A l awyer  shal l  hol d i n t r ust ,  separ at e f r om 
t he l awyer ' s own pr oper t y,  t hat  pr oper t y of  c l i ent s 
and t hi r d per sons t hat  i s i n t he l awyer ' s possessi on 
i n connect i on wi t h a r epr esent at i on or  when act i ng i n 
a f i duci ar y capaci t y.  .  .  .  Al l  f unds of  c l i ent s and 
t hi r d per sons pai d t o a l awyer  or  l aw f i r m shal l  be 
deposi t ed i n one or  mor e i dent i f i abl e t r ust  account s 
.  .  .  .  The t r ust  account  shal l  be mai nt ai ned i n a 
bank,  savi ngs bank,  t r ust  company,  cr edi t  uni on,  
savi ngs and l oan associ at i on or  ot her  i nvest ment  
i nst i t ut i on aut hor i zed t o do busi ness and l ocat ed i n 
Wi sconsi n.   The t r ust  account  shal l  be c l ear l y  
desi gnat ed as " Cl i ent ' s Account "  or  " Tr ust  Account "  or  
wor ds of  s i mi l ar  i mpor t .   No f unds bel ongi ng t o t he 
l awyer  or  l aw f i r m,  except  f unds r easonabl y suf f i c i ent  
t o pay or  avoi d i mposi t i on of  account  ser vi ce char ges,  
may be deposi t ed i n such an account .  .  .  .  

 ( b)  Upon r ecei v i ng f unds or  ot her  pr oper t y i n 
whi ch a c l i ent  or  t hi r d per son has an i nt er est ,  a 
l awyer  shal l  pr ompt l y not i f y t he c l i ent  or  t hi r d 
per son i n wr i t i ng.   Except  as st at ed i n t hi s r ul e or  
ot her wi se per mi t t ed by l aw or  by agr eement  wi t h t he 
c l i ent ,  a l awyer  shal l  pr ompt l y del i ver  t o t he c l i ent  
or  t hi r d per son any f unds or  ot her  pr oper t y t hat  t he 
c l i ent  or  t hi r d per son i s ent i t l ed t o r ecei ve and,  
upon r equest  by t he c l i ent  or  t hi r d per son,  shal l  
r ender  a f ul l  account i ng r egar di ng such pr oper t y.  
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vocat i onal  assessment  and f ai l ed t o del i ver  t hose f unds t o M. E.   

We agr ee t hat  t hese i nf r act i ons const i t ut e v i ol at i ons of  f or mer  

SCR 20: 1. 15( a)  and SCR 20: 1. 15( b) .  

¶13 The amended compl ai nt  al so al l eged,  and t he r ef er ee 

f ound,  t hat  At t or ney Cooper  f ai l ed t o communi cat e or  cooper at e 

wi t h t he OLR i n sever al  i nst ances,  i ncl udi ng maki ng sever al  

mat er i al  mi sr epr esent at i ons t o t he OLR r egar di ng hi s f ai l ur e t o 

compensat e M. E.  f or  t he compl et ed vocat i onal  assessment ;  maki ng 

mi sr epr esent at i ons t o OLR about  hi s handl i ng of  set t l ement  

checks;  f ai l i ng t o pr ovi de i nf or mat i on t o t he OLR r egar di ng t he 

mat t er  of  M. E. ,  t he r et ai ned vocat i onal  assessment  exper t ;  

f ai l i ng t o pr ovi de i nf or mat i on t o t he OLR r el at i ng t o t hr ee 

ot her  c l i ent  mat t er s;  mi sr epr esent i ng t o t he OLR t hat  he had 

t r ansmi t t ed a r equest ed document  t hat  he had not  i n f act  sent ;  

and f ai l i ng t o pr ovi de t he OLR wi t h a copy of  a r equest ed cl i ent  

f i l e.   The r ef er ee concl uded and we agr ee t hat  each of  t hese 

i nst ances vi ol at ed SCR 22. 03( 6) , 5 whi ch i s act i onabl e pur suant  t o 

SCR 20: 8. 4( f ) . 6 

                                                 
5 SCR 22. 03( 6)  pr ovi des t hat  " [ i ] n t he cour se of  t he 

i nvest i gat i on,  t he r espondent ' s wi l f ul  f ai l ur e t o pr ovi de 
r el evant  i nf or mat i on,  t o answer  quest i ons f ul l y ,  or  t o f ur ni sh 
document s and t he r espondent ' s mi sr epr esent at i on i n a di scl osur e 
ar e mi sconduct ,  r egar dl ess of  t he mer i t s of  t he mat t er s asser t ed 
i n t he gr i evance. "  

6 SCR 20: 8. 4( f )  pr ovi des t hat  i t  i s  mi sconduct  t o " v i ol at e a 
st at ut e,  supr eme cour t  r ul e,  supr eme cour t  or der  or  supr eme 
cour t  deci s i on r egul at i ng t he conduct  of  l awyer s. "  
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¶14 We al so agr ee wi t h t he r ef er ee' s f i ndi ngs and 

concl usi ons t hat  At t or ney Cooper  v i ol at ed SCR 20: 1. 5( e) 7 by 

engagi ng i n i mpr oper  f ee spl i t t i ng,  and t hat  he vi ol at ed SCR 

20: 1. 16( d) 8 on t wo occasi ons when he f ai l ed t o del i ver  a c l i ent ' s 

f i l e t o successor  counsel  f or  weeks af t er  t he r equest  was made,  

                                                 
7 SCR 20: 1. 5( e)  pr ovi des t hat  di v i s i on of  a f ee bet ween 

l awyer s who ar e not  i n t he same f i r m may be made onl y i f  t he 
t ot al  f ee i s r easonabl e and:  

( 1)  t he di v i s i on i s based on t he ser vi ces 
per f or med by each l awyer ,  and t he cl i ent  i s  advi sed of  
and does not  obj ect  t o t he par t i c i pat i on of  al l  t he 
l awyer s i nvol ved and i s i nf or med i f  t he f ee wi l l  
i ncr ease as a r esul t  of  t hei r  i nvol vement ;  or  

( 2)  t he l awyer s f or mer l y pr act i ced t oget her  and 
t he payment  t o one l awyer  i s pur suant  t o a separ at i on 
or  r et i r ement  agr eement  bet ween t hem;  or  

( 3)  pur suant  t o t he r ef er r al  of  a mat t er  bet ween 
t he l awyer s,  each l awyer  assumes t he same et hi cal  
r esponsi bi l i t y  f or  t he r epr esent at i on as i f  t he 
l awyer s wer e par t ner s i n t he same f i r m,  t he c l i ent  i s  
i nf or med of  t he t er ms of  t he r ef er r al  ar r angement ,  
i ncl udi ng t he shar e each l awyer  wi l l  r ecei ve and 
whet her  t he over al l  f ee wi l l  i ncr ease,  and t he cl i ent  
consent s i n a wr i t i ng s i gned by t he c l i ent .   

8 SCR 20: 1. 16( d)  pr ovi des:  

Upon t er mi nat i on of  r epr esent at i on,  a l awyer  
shal l  t ake st eps t o t he ext ent  r easonabl y pr act i cabl e 
t o pr ot ect  a c l i ent ' s i nt er est s,  such as gi v i ng 
r easonabl e not i ce t o t he c l i ent ,  al l owi ng t i me f or  
empl oyment  of  ot her  counsel ,  sur r ender i ng paper s and 
pr oper t y t o whi ch t he cl i ent  i s  ent i t l ed and r ef undi ng 
any advance payment  of  f ee or  expense t hat  has not  
been ear ned or  i ncur r ed.  The l awyer  may r et ai n paper s 
r el at i ng t o t he c l i ent  t o t he ext ent  per mi t t ed by 
ot her  l aw.  
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and al so f ai l ed t o r espond t o numer ous t el ephone messages 

r equest i ng del i ver y of  t he c l i ent  f i l e.  

¶15 The amended compl ai nt  al so al l eged,  and t he r ef er ee 

f ound,  some seven i nst ances i n whi ch At t or ney Cooper  f ai l ed t o 

keep hi s c l i ent s r easonabl y i nf or med about  t he st at us of  t hei r  

r espect i ve cases or  f ai l ed t o r espond t o t hei r  r easonabl e 

r equest s f or  i nf or mat i on. 9  The r ef er ee concl uded,  and we agr ee,  

t hat  At t or ney Cooper  t her eby vi ol at ed SCR 20: 1. 4( a) . 10   

¶16 I n addi t i on,  t he compl ai nt  al l eged,  and t he r ef er ee 

f ound,  t hat  At t or ney Cooper  f ai l ed t o act  wi t h di l i gence i n f our  

                                                 
9 The af f ect ed c l i ent s wer e J. J . ,  S. K.  ( 2 count s) ,  C. H. ,  

C. B. ,  W. E.  and D. C.  

10 SCR 20: 1. 4( a)  pr ovi des t hat  a l awyer  shal l :  

( 1)  Pr ompt l y i nf or m t he cl i ent  of  any deci s i on or  
c i r cumst ance wi t h r espect  t o whi ch t he cl i ent ' s 
i nf or med consent ,  as def i ned i n SCR 20: 1. 0( f ) ,  i s  
r equi r ed by t hese r ul es;   

( 2)  r easonabl y consul t  wi t h t he c l i ent  about  t he 
means by whi ch t he cl i ent ' s  obj ect i ves ar e t o be 
accompl i shed;   

( 3)  keep t he cl i ent  r easonabl y i nf or med about  t he 
st at us of  t he mat t er ;    

( 4)  pr ompt l y compl y wi t h r easonabl e r equest s by 
t he c l i ent  f or  i nf or mat i on;  and  

( 5)  consul t  wi t h t he c l i ent  about  any r el evant  
l i mi t at i on on t he l awyer ' s conduct  when t he l awyer  
knows t hat  t he cl i ent  expect s assi st ance not  per mi t t ed 
by t he Rul es of  Pr of essi onal  Conduct  or  ot her  l aw.  
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c l i ent  mat t er s11 i n v i ol at i on of   SCR 20: 1. 3, 12 and,  on t wo 

occasi ons,  f ai l ed t o pr ovi de cl i ent s C. B.  and D. C.  wi t h 

suf f i c i ent  i nf or mat i on t o make an i nf or med deci s i on,  v i ol at i ng 

SCR 20: 1. 4( b) . 13 

¶17 Havi ng accept ed t he r ef er ee' s f act ual  f i ndi ngs and t he 

l egal  concl usi ons dr awn f r om t hose f i ndi ngs,  we t ur n t o t he 

quest i on of  t he appr opr i at e di sci pl i ne f or  At t or ney Cooper ' s 

mi sconduct .  

¶18 I ni t i al l y ,  t hi s cour t  consi der ed whet her  t he 

r ecommended t hr ee year  suspensi on was adequat e i n v i ew of  t he 

ext ensi ve mi sconduct  commi t t ed i n t hi s mat t er .   On Oct ober  12,  

2006,  t he cour t  i ssued an or der  aski ng t he par t i es t o eval uat e 

whet her  r evocat i on mi ght  be appr opr i at e her e,  not i ng t hat  t he 

r ef er ee had al so consi der ed r evocat i on as a possi bl e sanct i on i n 

t hi s mat t er .   We not e t hat  t he OLR has advi sed t hat  r est i t ut i on 

i s not  r equi r ed her e.  

¶19 Ul t i mat el y,  l i ke t he r ef er ee,  we accept  t he OLR' s 

r ecommendat i on t hat  a t hr ee year  suspensi on i s adequat e 

di sci pl i ne.   We acknowl edge t hat  t her e ar e numer ous aggr avat i ng 

c i r cumst ances her e i ncl udi ng t he mul t i pl e of f enses and per vasi ve 

pat t er n of  mi sconduct .   At t or ney Cooper ' s own deal i ngs wi t h t he 

                                                 
11 The af f ect ed cl i ent s wer e S. K. ,  C. H. ,  C. B.  and D. C.  

12 SCR 20: 1. 3 pr ovi des t hat  " [ a]  l awyer  shal l  act  wi t h 
r easonabl e di l i gence and pr ompt ness i n r epr esent i ng a c l i ent . "  

13 SCR 20: 1. 4( b)  pr ovi des t hat  a " l awyer  shal l  expl ai n a 
mat t er  t o t he ext ent  r easonabl y necessar y t o per mi t  t he c l i ent  
t o make i nf or med deci s i ons r egar di ng t he r epr esent at i on. "  
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OLR ar e a s i gni f i cant  aggr avat i ng f act or .   As t he r ef er ee 

obser ved:  " I n s i mpl e t er ms,  [ At t or ney Cooper ]  at t empt ed t o 

obst r uct  and t hwar t  t he OLR' s i nvest i gat i on t hr ough l i es and 

' st onewal l i ng. ' "   I ndeed,  per haps t he onl y mi t i gat i ng 

c i r cumst ances her e ar e t he l ack of  pr i or  di sci pl i nar y hi st or y 

and t he f act  t hat  At t or ney Cooper  r epai d M. E. ,  f r om whom he 

conver t ed f unds.  

¶20 However ,  we acknowl edge t hat  At t or ney Cooper ’ s l ack of  

pr evi ous di sci pl i nar y hi st or y war r ant s some consi der at i on.   

Shor t  of  r evocat i on,  a t hr ee year  suspensi on i s one of  t he most  

puni t i ve sanct i ons i mposed by t hi s cour t .   A t hr ee year  

suspensi on f or  t he mi sconduct  commi t t ed i n t hi s case i s 

consi st ent  wi t h pr i or  di sci pl i nar y deci s i ons,  as wel l .   See,  

e. g. ,  I n r e Di sci pl i nar y Pr oceedi ngs Agai nst  Br own- Per r y,  2003 

WI  151,  267 Wi s.  2d 184,  672 N. W. 2d 287;  I n r e Di sci pl i nar y 

Pr oceedi ngs Agai nst  Tul l y,  2005 WI  100,  283 Wi s.  2d 124,  699 

N. W. 2d 882.   Accor di ngl y,  we accept  t he r ef er ee' s r ecommendat i on 

and suspend At t or ney Cooper ' s l i cense f or  a per i od of  t hr ee 

year s.   He i s f ur t her  or der ed t o pay t he cost s of  t hi s 

pr oceedi ng whi ch t ot al  $3731. 34,  as of  August  22,  2006.  

¶21 I T I S ORDERED t hat  t he l i cense of  Pat r i ck Mi chael  

Cooper  t o pr act i ce l aw i n Wi sconsi n i s suspended f or  a per i od of  

t hr ee year s,  ef f ect i ve t he dat e of  t hi s or der .  

¶22 I T I S FURTHER ORDERED t hat  Pat r i ck Mi chael  Cooper  

compl y wi t h t he pr ovi s i ons of  SCR 22. 26 concer ni ng t he dut i es of  

a per son whose l i cense t o pr act i ce l aw i n Wi sconsi n has been 

suspended i f  he has not  al r eady done so.  
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¶23 I T I S FURTHER ORDERED t hat  wi t hi n 60 days of  t he dat e 

of  t hi s or der  Pat r i ck Mi chael  Cooper  pay t o t he Of f i ce of  Lawyer  

Regul at i on t he cost s of  t hi s pr oceedi ng.   I f  t he cost s ar e not  

pai d wi t hi n t he t i me speci f i ed,  and absent  a showi ng t o t hi s 

cour t  of  hi s i nabi l i t y  t o pay t he cost s wi t hi n t hat  t i me,  t he 

l i cense of  Pat r i ck Mi chael  Cooper  t o pr act i ce l aw i n Wi sconsi n 

shal l  r emai n suspended unt i l  f ur t her  or der  of  t he cour t .  
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